Evidence for Defence.
Dr Frederick S. Toogood
Lleum and down into the caecum. It had passed through the jejunum
down to the ileum into the caecum and collected there. The fact
that the larger quantity was found in the csecum points to the fact
that the arsenic was passing down in the ordinary course.
Re-examined by Sir H. curtis bennett—Although I cannot
aspire to the eminence of the doctors that the Crown have been
able to call, I have had thirty-six years' experience as a doctor,
and during that time I have conducted over seven thousand post-
mortems myself. During the whole of that time I have had con-
stant practice of medicine and also surgery. Like many other
doctors, I am a member of the bar, but not a practising member.
It is not possible to get gallstones if there is normal bile and
a normal state of the gall bladder. If you do get gallstones, it
means that there is some disease going on somewhere. As I bave
already stated, two signs of auto-intoxication being in progress are
constipation and flatulence. The pills Mrs. Armstrong was in the
haTSt of taking were aperient pills. They were taken for consti-
pation. You have, therefore, undoubtedly evidence of consti-
pation. Flatulence is very often called indigestion. In this case,
therefore, you have both constipation and flatulence. From the
evidence that I have got of the history of this lady from 1915
till 1919 I am of opinion that auto-intoxication of a more or less
severe type was going on. Assuming it was going on, it would
lead to peripheral neuritis. The distinction between peripheral
neuritis caused by auto-intoxication and peripheral neuritis caused
by arsenic is that the tenderness of the muscles on pressing is much
more pronounced in arsenical or any other metallical poisoning;
it is not a marked sign of peripheral neuritis due to auto-intoxi-
cation. In this case it is clear that there is no evidence of
tenderness of the muscles. Taking that symptom into considera-
tion, it makes me form the opinion that the peripheral neuritis
was the result of a continuation of the auto-intoxication. I
was asked whether, if there had been a dose of arsenic given be-
fore the 18th August 3 that might cause the albumen which was
found on that date. Auto-intoxication would also cause that
albumen.
And, supposing the albumen was caused by auto-intoxication,
might it clear up, or not, as this did, by the 28th?—Yes; albu-
minuria caused by auto-intoxication has tKat peculiar characteristic
that it comes and goes; that is why one so frequently has to have
another examination for life insurance. There is nothing in my
opinion in the finding of albumen on the 18th August, which dis-
appeared on the 28th August, to show that that was caused by
arsenical poisoning. It is perfectly consistent with auto-intoxica-
tion. Peripheral neuritis is not a certainty in cases where arsenic
has Seen administered. Take the case of Mr. Martin, if arsenic
was administered there, there certainly was no sign of peripheral
neuritis.
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